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Mizzou students pay a $20 student 
activity tee every semester. 11 is 
collected with the regular incidental 
fees, but is separate from them. 
MSA maintains that the activity fee 
is money from and lor students. 
Therefore. students should, we 
believe. have the say in determining 
the direction of the expenditures 
made with this money, as long as 
its use remains within the confines 
of the general law. 
Who should control the spending of 
the student activity fee? MSA and 
the University administration 
disagree. 
l lleen dollars of the fee Is 
allocated in the following manner: 
$1 goes to the student's respective 
divisional stud ent government 
(the Arts and Science Divisional 
Council, for example) to be 
used by that body to finance 
its various activities. A total 
of $4 goes toward retiring 
bonds on the Memorial Union and 
Brady Commons, $6 is used for 
bonds on the new Hearnes Multi-
purpose Building, and $4 goes into 
a capital improvem ents fund for 
various physical improvements 
around the Campus. 
When these allocations were set up, 
students had li ttle or no input into 
how these dollars were to be spent. 
Nor have we had much say in how 
the facilities (the Union, Commons, 
Multipurpose Building) are 
operated. Until recently, we had 
no input at all in the area of capital 
improvements, a fund which brings 
in over $160,000 a year of our 
money. Since last year. however. 
we have been included on a 50-50 
basis with the faculty on a 
committee which suggests ways 
this money might be spent. But 
th is is still inadequate input. 
But the most serious problem is 
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Rich Cross, a senior majoring In psychology, 
has bHn lnvol·ved In student government 
lor lour years. He la chairm an ot the 
General Services D epartment of M SA. This 
deparlmenl l• concerned with providing 
a wider varlC1ty or Mrv1ces IOt stud ents. 
the control of the remaining $5. 
These are the dollars which are 
used by the M issouri Students 
Association. Inc .. the all-student 
government on Campus. for its 
various programs and activities. 
Totaling over $200,000 a year. 
this money has been used in the 
past for plays, concerts, speakers, 
charities - safe kinds of things. 
Traditionally, the University has 
acted as sort of a collection agency 
for these funds. and has held them 
until expended pursuant to the MSA 
budget. 
te budget itself is complicated. 
The final draft is prepared wi th the 
help of many MSA sub-committees. 
Then it goes to the MSA Senate, the 
representative body, for approval. 
After approval, the budget is 
fOr\varded to the University. 
Until recently, budget expenditures 
were rarely questioned by the 
Universi ty. But as MSA requests 
have, perhaps, strayed outside the 
parameters the administration 
considers acceptable, the University 
has now become a ··watch-dog·· 
agency over association actions. 
About two years ago, MSA. trying 
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to expand into providing social 
services for students. attempted to 
fund Everyday People. an off-
Campus volunteer organization that 
does emergency counseling 
primarily for stud ents. 
The administration refused to 
approve the attempted funding. 
MSA requested legal advice from 
Jackson Wright, Board of Curators' 
legal counsel. co9cerning how funds 
legally could be made available to 
Everyday People. He failed to 
cooperate. 
MSA decided they needed outside 
legal counsel. They also thought 
individual students might, at times. 
need legal consultation. Budget 
requests for such counsel were 
stopped. The University claimed 
that the general counsel to the 
Board was the only legal counsel 
that could possibly be needed by 
the student body (MSA or in-
dividuals). But we found him 
un available. 
Those attempted allocations were 
in no sense "illegal" or even highly 
controversial, but rather were 
examples of MSA attempting to 
provide services for students in 
areas where University services 
were Insufficient. Perhaps the 
University would not like this 
fact pointed out. 
This December, after two years of 
negotiations with the University, 
MSA finally succeeded in providing 
In-kind services (materials, 
equipment) to Everyday People. 
but not actual dollars. 
We hope in the future the Universi ty 
will respect the right of students to 
budget their own funds. Budgeting 
freedom is essential if student 
governm ent is to remain viable and 
democratic. It must respond to 
both the will and the needs of its 
constituents. If the University 
does not respond favorably, I 
believe the student body will look 
for other ways of gaining budgeting 
autonomy.- Rich Gross. 
